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April 9, 2018 

Clerk of the Court 
Michigan Supreme Court 
925 W. Ottawa Street 
Lansing, Michigan 48915 

Re: Sejasmi Industries Inc v A+ Mold Inc 
COA No. 336205 
MSC No. 156341 

Dear Clerk: 

GAETAN GERVILLE-REACHE 

616.752.2207 
FAX 616.222.2207 

greache@wnj.corn 

Because a supplemental amicus brief would essentially restate the points already made in 
the brief of amici American Mold Builders Association, et al., which was accepted for filing by 
order entered on November 14, 2017, amici respectfully request that the Court consider their prior 
brief's discussion relative to the merits of this appeal for purposes of the upcoming mini-oral 
argument. Please see in particular the discussion of the problems the statute was intended to solve 
on pages 4 through 9, and the proper interpretation of the statutory text on pages 13 through 17. If 
another motion for leave is required for continued consideration of the previously filed brief for 
purposes of the MOAA, please let me know. 

cc: Counsel of Record 
17044496 

Very truly yours, 

Gerville-Reache 
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